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In our letter to you of Kay 1st and your reply of May 22, 1970, 
ae conoerr.ed ourselves vlth a construction eassoent requested 
on April 30th by the City of St. Louis Park. The construction 
easerent Involved the northwest corner of the plant property 
along the north side, approxlinately I65 feet to the east. 

Today we were contacted by t;r. Engelaan stating that they still 
wish to have an easement but had revised the easement require­
ment for the Btorr< sewer. 

Their original request for a construction easerent was now 
changed to a permanent easement Involving 20 feet by 165 feet 
of the northwest corner and a construction easement Involving 
UD'Teet by 125 feet of the northwest corner. The request for 
^he change resulted from possible construction difficulties 
to be encountered on the outside of the property and It would 
be easier for them to core Inside the property. 

We believe that this change could have resulted from pressure 
by severr.1 of the citizens In 3t. Louis Park who felt that 
their property would be effected by the construction of the 
storm sewer In the previous location. A i:rs. Johnson, living 
to the northwest side of the plant had called re ccncerrlng 
the city's building of the storm sewer and explaining the In-
convcnln.'ce that would result to her and particularly to one 
of her ser.l Invalid neighbors. She explained that the dis­
ruption along the property of the formerly proposed sewer 
construction could upset the senl Invt-lld to a point of per­
haps Cf-using his denlse. At that tlr.c Tjrs. Johnson asked ne 
why the city did not come Into our property with the storm 
sever and I Informed her that I hadn't the slightest Idea why 
and that the city apparently was Irstalling the sewer In line 
with their normal operations. Jhe asked me If I were able to 
grant the lease on a local level and 1 exolalned to her that 
this was company property and that 1 could not dispose of or 
lease any coaoany property without the authority of the 
corporation. 

Z mention this conversation with Mrs. Johnson as Kr. Ercelaan 
wanted to discuss and explain the request for an easement to 
you at Irdl?ra-»olls. mentioned f..3t the ele-ent of time 
to rcr.ch this ntrcerent KOS vfrv oretsirg sivce the-/ were 
ready to construct the sewer at the northwest corner of the 
proporty. 
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Thle noon we discussed the aatter with Mr. Relersgord and he Is 
still of the opinion that we should trv and use the easement 
request as an effo-'- t" extract an attitude of eooreratlon out of 
the City of 3t. Zouis Park. Ue Bi^ht use the granting of this 
easecent as inducement to easing the way for the ir.stollation of 
our sewer to Walker Street. When the plans are ready for the con­
nection of the seuer into Walker Street, we will have to subcit 
thee to the city for approval as well as the Mrr.esota Pollution 
Control Agorcy. If we could time the granting of the easeiaent 
with the apprcvnl of the sevier connection we pay have a point. 

Also, our settirg a value on the oost of the easecent, norsctarily 
speaking, pay in scne respects be used to the city's advantage. 
yjr. Reicrsgord would rather not give then any norc tools than tfcey 
already have. In the final analysis it is Kr. Relersccrd's opinion 
that we might just go ahead and grant then the easement without 
renupepatlcn if it looks ns if the city Is placing a lot of er.pha-
sls^^ our ron-cooperatlon with regard to this point. 

Looking at the city's request, the area in which they wish a 
percanent easement has been used by us cs a buffer zone and has 
not beer, utilized for storage caterlal. Ever tnc kO feot request 
for a ccnstruction easement will rot Interfere with our operations 
at this time or any tine that vje car. foresee by October 1, 1971. 
Should we grant this pcrira.nent easement it is -y u'lderstardlng 
thst we could still utilize that piece of property for storage or 
as r.r r.scess. ('.."c %'ould, of course, have to remove anything we had 
stared there if the sewer line were disrupted as they would have 
to have-access to repair the sewer li.ne). It was also pointed out 
to ?.e that ro tuildirgs could be ccrstruoted in this area of 20 
feet as it was vlthln the setbock crea that is required by building 
codes. We were lnfor;ed, however, th.et we could build a bulldl-og 
rl-ght up to the pcrsanent eoscrent line should we i»ve a clrd to do 
so. 

Attached please find a copy of the proposed easement with cap show­
ing the area in red of the penanent ee.serent and yellow of the 
conrtn.'.ctlon easement. The o;:-iglnal copy of the easertnt showed 
the percanent erserent in red and the construction eusewent in 
green but I didn't have a green pencil. 
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